REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 22 have been amended, claims 23-28 have been added and claims 20 and 
21 have been cancelled herein. Hence, claims 1-19 and 22-28 are currently pending, ^plicants 
respectfully request reconsideration of the captioned application in view of the foregoing 
amendments and the following remarks. 

aaim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
Sections 1-2 of the office action rejected claims 1-5, 8, 10 and 1 1 under 35 USC 102(b) 
as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,544,012 to Koike ("Koike"). Claim 1 has 
been amended to incorporate elements originally recited in claim 21, thus rendering the rejection 
of claim 1 and dependent claims 2-5, 8, 10 and 1 1 moot. 

Oaim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

Sections 3-7 of the office action rejected claims 6, 7, 9 and 12-22 under 35 USC 103(a) 
as allegedly being unpatentable over Koike in view of Official Notice and/or other U.S. Patent 
references, ^plicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 

As noted above, claim 1 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 20 and 21, 
so that claim 1 now represents claim 21 in independent form. Original claims 19-22 were 
rejected as allegedly being unpatentable over Koike in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,185,098 to 
Benavides ("Benavides''). 

Original claim 1 was rejected as being anticipated by Koike, tough the only specific 
citation to Koike provided was "the rear cbver of Koike corresponds to the claimed cover plate.'' 
Figure 6 of Koike is reproduced below: 
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FIG. 6 

Col 6, 11. 34-40 of Koike describes the device illustrated in Figure 6 thereof: 

As is shown in FIGS, 3 and 6, the front face of the box bo(fy 10 is 
closed by a front cover 16. An air suction port 1 6a is formed in 
substantially the entire surface of the front cover 16. The rear face of 
the box body 10 is closed by a rear cover 17. An exhaust port 1 7a is 
formed in an upper part of the rear cover 17. 

The enclosure recited in claim 1 includes a frame structure and expansion channels 
coupled to the frame members to form an expanded section of the enclosure housing. Koike 
merely seems to disclose a rear cover 17 associated with an enclosure. The office action does 
not identify expansion channels that form an expanded section of the box body 10 of Koike. 

Moreover, claim 1 as amended recites a door connected to the expended section. The 
office action cites col. 8, 11. 18-26 of Benavides for teaching the use of a door with a hinge. 
Benavides simply states that the design and construction of an un-illustrated hinge would be 
within the skill in the art. There is not, however, a teachmg or suggestion of providing a door on 
an expanded portion of an enclosure in either Koike or Benavides. The rear cover 17 if Koike 
cited in the office action provides a cover to the box body 10 itself, not to an expanded portion 
thereof Benavides discloses a door attached to what appears to be a standard enclosure. Neither 
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reference suggests e7q>ansion channels forming an expanded section, nor do they disclose or 
suggest attaching a door to such an expanded section. 

Applicants therefore respectfully submit that claim 1, and all of the claims dependent 
thereon, are proper for allowance. Since claim 1 is believed to be allowable, the remaining 
rejections under 35 USC 103 are overcome. 

New Claims 

New claims 23-28 have been added herein. Claims 23-28 recite a method for housing 
electronic equipment that includes adding expansion channels to form an expanded section of the 
enclosure. Regarding original claim 1, the office action cited the rear panel 17 of Koike. There 
does not appear to be a disclosure of expanding the ''box body'' of Koike by attaching expansion 
channels thereto. Claims 23-28 are thus believed to be proper for allowance. 
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Conclusion 

As evidenced by the foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicants have made a 
genuine effort to address each concern raised in the office action. All of the pending claims are 
believed to be in condition for allowance. The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned 
attorney with any concerns or questions regarding the present application. 

Respectfuiy^^ijfcfa^tte^^ 



LOCKE LffiDELL & SAPP LLP 
600 Travis, #3400 
Houston, Texas 77002-3095 
952-474-3701 

mgIeason@lockelkldeU. com 
Date: 



larR L. (iKlbason 
Reg. No. W998 
Attorney fOT~?$plicant 
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